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The Machinery of Selective Outrage

O NEmonth ago, a quarter of a million people filled the streets of Munich.
They carried the Lion and Sun flag — pre‑revolutionary Iran, the Iran

that existed before the mullahs — and they carried Israeli flags. In Toronto,
350,000marched. In Los Angeles, 350,000more. The crowds stretched across
73 cities in 30 countries. Iranian diaspora communities — men and women
who fled or were born into exile — rallied behind a single demand: the end
of the Islamic Republic. Inside Iran, millions echoed from rooftops and win‑
dows, answering Reza Pahlavi’s call for what he called “our final battle.”

Two weeks later, on February 28, the United States and Israel struck. And
within hours — not days, hours — a different crowd appeared in the same
cities. ANSWER Coalition. CodePink. The People’s Forum. Palestinian Youth
Movement. NIAC. American Muslims for Palestine. DSA. Black Alliance for
Peace. The banners read “Hands Off Iran.” The chants defended the regime
that had just, in mere days, massacred tens of thousands of its own people.

Two crowds. Same streets. Opposite allegiances. One mourned thousands of
dead Iranians gunned down by their own government. The other mobilized
to shield that government from consequences. Police were forced to impose
conditions to keep the two groups apart — the split screen made literal.

The question is not why one crowd showed up. The question is why the other
did — and why it showed up only when power, not people, was threatened.
The answer has nothing to do with humanitarianism and everything to do
with a political architecture that has operated, with traceable funding and
identifiable actors, for decades. It connects CCP‑linked money in Shanghai
to campus encampments in New York. It connects the Islamic Republic’s
execution chambers to lobbying offices in Washington. It connects the 1979
revolution in Tehran to the “Hands Off Iran” marches of March 2026.
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The Machinery of Selective Outrage

T HE Syrian civil war killed well over 580,000 people across thirteen years.
The Assad government and its allies were responsible for virtually all

(more than 90%) of civilian casualties — barrel bombs dropped on apart‑
ment blocks, chemical weapons deployed against civilians in Ghouta, sys‑
tematic siege‑and‑starve operations across multiple cities. Fourteen million
displaced. Six and a half million refugees scattered across the region and
Europe. The scale was staggering. TheWestern protest response was negligi‑
ble. No sustained campusmovement. No encampments. No divestment cam‑
paigns. No organizational infrastructure activated to pressure governments
into intervention. Assadmassacredmore than half a million people —much
of it documented in real time on social media — and the organizations that
would later shut down American universities over Gaza held no marches.

The Tigray war — November 2020 to November 2022 — killed an estimated
600,000 people in two years, making it the deadliest conflict of the twenty‑
first century. Haven’t heard of it? You’re not alone. Most people in the West
haven’t — not that it happened, not what happened, not where it happened
(Ethiopia). The EU pegs the toll at 600,000 to 800,000. The US Ambassador to
the UN confirmedmore than half a million dead. El País called it “incompre‑
hensibly invisible”—more dead thanUkraine, and theWestern public barely
registered it. No SJP chapters organized solidarity actions for Tigrayans. No
“progressive” NGOs launched BDS‑style campaigns against Ethiopian institu‑
tions. The invisibility was total and undisturbed.

Over one million Uyghurs have been interned without legal process in Chi‑
nese camps since 2017 — the largest mass internment of an ethnic‑religious
minority since the Shoah. Birth rates in Uyghur regions fell 60% in three
years — demographic engineering by the textbook definition. The United
States declared it a genocide in 2021. At the twenty‑eighth anniversary of the
Ghuljamassacre in 2025, a dozen activists stood outside theChinese Embassy
in Washington.

A dozen.

Nowcompare: afterOctober 7, pro‑Palestine protest activity appeared at over
525 academic institutions across the United States. More than 130 encamp‑
ments. In basically every single state. Over 3,100 arrests. The Crowd Count‑
ing Consortium loggedmore than 3,700 protest‑days. Roughly ten percent of
American college students participated, with 45% expressing support. Cam‑
pusesmobilized instantaneously forPalestine. Butnot forUyghurs.Why then?

The infrastructure that powers these movements does not scale to suffering.
It scales to utility. Cambodia under the Khmer Rouge: two million dead, no
sustained Western protest against the perpetrators. Noam Chomsky spent
the late 1970s downplaying the reports. Darfur: 300,000 dead, a brief flicker
of campus activism in 2006–2008 that evaporated while the killing continued.
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Yemen: 377,000 dead from the war’s effects by 2021. Minimal Western mo‑
bilization — and most of what existed targeted the Saudi coalition, not the
Houthi forces backed by Iran.

Review thosenumbers onemore time. Syria: 580,000deadover thirteenyears
—zero campus encampments. Tigray: 600,000 dead in twoyears—zerodivest‑
ment campaigns. Uyghur genocide? A dozen activists outside an embassy.
Gazapost‑October 7?Before Israel even responded it started. 525 institutional
protests, 130 encampments, 3,100 arrests, an entire academic year consumed
by organizationalmobilization. The protest infrastructure did not respond to
the scale of human suffering. It responded to the identity of the accused.

Did ANSWER Coalition organize a single sustained action over Syria’s half
million dead? Did CodePink launch a campaign against Ethiopian atrocities
in Tigray? Did SJP’s 200 chapters hold a single die‑in for Uyghur internees?
The answer, in each case, is no— not because these organizations lack capac‑
ity, but because these conflicts do not serve the operational objective. Assad
was an Iranian ally. Ethiopia is not aWestern proxy. China funds the network.
The selectivity is structural, andonce you see the structure, thehumanitarian
framing collapses.

The question is why this disparity exists at such industrial scale — and the
answer begins in Tehran in 1979.

1979 THE TEMPLATE
The Islamic Revolution was not a purely Islamist uprising. It was a coali‑
tion — clerics, nationalists, liberals, and Marxists united against the Shah,
with Khomeini crafting rhetoric fromhis Parisian exile that appealed to each
faction simultaneously. The Marxist organizations — the Tudeh Party, the
Organization of Iranian People’s Fedai Guerrillas, theMEK—provided essen‑
tial revolutionary infrastructure: organizational capacity, student networks,
educated cadres, and the secular legitimacy that a clericalmovement needed
to win over the Iranian middle class.

The arrangement was transactional and temporary. The Islamists needed
the left’s organizational capacity. The left believed — with a combination of
revolutionary romanticism and, frankly, delusion — that the clerics were a
transitional vehicle, a useful front for a broader progressive revolution. Both
sides understood they were using the other. The Islamists were better at it.

The MEK turned against Khomeini first, launching armed resistance in June
1981. The regime’s response was swift and total: within six months, 2,665
people were executed — 90% of them MEK members. Entire organizational
networks dismantled. TheTudehheld on longer— tragically, absurdly longer
— supporting the Islamic Republic in the hope that loyalty would earn them a
seat at the table. Instead it earned them televised confessions: Tudeh leaders
arrested, tortured, and paraded before cameras praising Islam and declaring
the superiority of Islamic government over Marxism‑Leninism.

Then came 1988. Khomeini issued a fatwa ordering the mass execution of
political prisoners —some 30,000 dead. The victims included Tudeh, Feday‑
een, and MEK members — many originally convicted of offenses as minor
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as distributing pamphlets. Prisoners who had already served their sentences
were re‑interrogated, asked a single question about their political allegiance,
and executed within hours.

The red‑green alliance is the operational partnership between radical left‑
ists and Islamists — two movements that disagree on virtually everything
except the enemy — the United States, Israel, and the Western order. The
reds supply the campus infrastructure and the ideological vocabulary. The
greens supply the religious compulsion and the funding. Iran 1979 was the
template: they allied to topple the Shah, and Khomeini executed his leftist
partners themoment he had power. The alliance survived. The lesson didn’t.

There’s a template here. Marxists and Islamists unite to destroy a shared
enemy. The Islamists consolidate power. The Marxists are liquidated. Every
subsequent instance of red‑green collaboration operates within this struc‑
ture, and every Western intellectual who champions the alliance idiotically
ignores the history. The Soviet Union understood the utility of the partner‑
ship before anyone else — supporting Islamist movements when they weak‑
enedWestern‑aligned governments, evenwhen thosemovements were ideo‑
logically hostile to communism. The ColdWar logic was clear. The enemy of
my enemy is useful. That logic survived the Cold War. It survived the Soviet
collapse. It is the operating principle of every organization documented in
this piece.

Michel Foucault was the Western intellectual prototype. He traveled to Iran
twice in 1978, met Khomeini at Neauphle‑le‑Château outside Paris, and pub‑
lished a series of articles in Corriere della Sera and Le Nouvel Observateur
praising the revolution as “political spirituality.” He described Khomeini as
“a man who stands up bare‑handed and is acclaimed by a people.” His enthu‑
siasm persisted after the regime began executing opponents.

Foucault was not an outlier. He was the archetype — theWestern intellectual
who sees in ThirdWorld revolution a redemptive force that his own societies
have lost. The revolution doesn’t need to be democratic. It doesn’t need to
be humane. It needs to be anti‑Western. That framing — Islamist revolution
as authentic resistance, Western criticism as imperial imposition — unfortu‑
nately did not die with Foucault. It festered. It migrated into our institutions.

THE ALLIANCE RECONSTITUTES IN WESTERN INSTITUTIONS
The Soviet collapse in 1991 should have ended the red side of the alliance. It
lost its state sponsor, its operational funding, and its claim to a viable alterna‑
tive system. Instead, the Marxist left relocated — into Western universities,
NGOs, and activist networks where postcolonial theory provided the intel‑
lectual scaffolding for a new kind of anti‑Western politics that didn’t require
Moscow’s imprimatur.

Themechanismwas straightforward. Postcolonial andcritical theory reframed
the global order as structurally colonial. The West as permanent oppressor.
The non‑West as permanent victim. Moral authority automatically assigned
to whichever side opposed Western power regardless of that side’s actual
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conduct. The framework absorbed Islamist politics without friction. Pales‑
tinian armed factions became “resistance.” Theocratic regimes became post‑
colonial states defending sovereignty against imperial aggression. Jihad be‑
came a liberation theology. The categories did the analytical work that evi‑
dence could not— and academic departments, generously funded, produced
a generation of graduates who internalized this lens as baseline reality.

The Palestinian cause became the operational focus. It was the one issue
where Marxist anti‑imperialism and Islamist politics aligned without inter‑
nal contradiction — the one cause that could mobilize both the campus left
and Muslim student organizations, that could draw on both Marxist rhetoric
about settler colonialism and Islamist rhetoric about Al‑Aqsa. BDS provided
the institutional vehicle. Students for Justice in Palestine— over 200 chapters
in American universities, most active well before October 7 — provided the
campus footprint.

The organizational lineage traces directly to theMuslimBrotherhood’s Amer‑
ican infrastructure. CAIR was co‑founded by individuals tied to the Islamic
Association for Palestine, which was established with startup funds from
Hamas leader Mousa Abu Marzook. AMP helped create SJP and dedicated
a large portion of its budget to expanding student activism. At Columbia, a
coalition of over 100 student groups organized under the banner of Columbia
University Apartheid Divest — a coalition whose breadth demonstrates how
deeply embedded the infrastructure had become before the first encamp‑
ment tent went up.

Qatar accelerated the process from the outside. Qatar funneled money into
Western university programs and Middle East studies departments — an in‑
vestment designed to shape curricula, research agendas, and the intellectual
formation of the next generation of analysts. Al Jazeera’s English‑language
operation provided amedia pipeline that laundered Islamist framing into re‑
spectable journalistic register — professional production values, familiar for‑
mats, editorial choices that consistently framed Israel as aggressor and Pales‑
tinian armed factions as resisters. The Brookings (and you thought maybe
they were exempt? ha!) Doha Center offered think‑tank credibility. The in‑
vestment strategy was patient, institutional, and deliberate. If you shape the
intellectual environment in which a generation of journalists, policy ana‑
lysts, and activists are trained, and the protest infrastructure takes care of
itself. By the time a campus SJP chapter organizes a divestment vote, the
faculty who supervise it, the journalists who cover it, and the NGO staffers
who advise it have all been trained in the same framework — one that treats
anti‑Israel politics as baselinemorality anddissent from that baseline as com‑
plicity.

The alarming Obama‑era rapprochement with Iran and the Muslim Broth‑
erhood created a permissive environment in Washington. The policy frame‑
work treated Islamist actors as partners rather than adversaries, and the in‑
stitutional apparatus that supported this realignment — think tanks, advo‑
cacy organizations, academic programs — embedded deeper into the for‑
eign policy ecosystem. NIAC benefited directly. It positioned itself as the

mitzpe.org 7 © 2026 Mitzpe Institute



Mitzpe Dossier READER Mitzpe Institute

respectable bridge between Washington and Tehran, providing intellectual
cover for engagement while its founder maintained documented ties with
the regime. When the rapprochement collapsed under Trump, the infras‑
tructure remained in place, now operating independently of any particular
administration’s preferences — and oriented entirely toward opposing the
administration that had rejected engagement.

The BDS movement, which became the institutional spine of campus anti‑
Israel activism after its formal launch in 2005, deserves specific attention
as the operational vehicle that welded the alliance together in practice. BDS
providedwhat neither theMarxist left nor Islamist organizations could alone
produce.A single‑issue campaignwith institutional targets,measurable goals,
and amoral framework that universities and corporations could engagewith
on their own terms. The campaign’s genius — from the alliance’s perspective
—was itsmodularity. A student could support divestment from Israel without
understanding the organizational lineage connecting their campus chapter
to the Holy Land Foundation. A professor could endorse academic boycott
without knowing that the infrastructure promoting it was funded through
CCP funds. BDS laundered the alliance’s politics into the language of institu‑
tional governance.

What we now contend with is an institutional ecosystem where radical left
and Islamist organizations share funding streams, campus infrastructure, le‑
gal support networks, and a common target set. The ecosystem does not re‑
quire central coordination (though there’s plenty of that). It requires shared
incentives — and those incentives have been stable since 1979.

THE NETWORK WHO FUNDS, WHO MARCHES, WHO BENEFITS
Start with the money.

TheHouseWays andMeansCommittee exposed the architecture forus.Neville
Roy Singham and his wife Jodie Evans — the peripatetic co‑founder of Code‑
Pinkwhopivoted fromanti‑China activism to pro‑Beijing advocacy aftermar‑
rying Singham in 2017 [at least the pivot was well‑compensated] — donated
over $20 million to The People’s Forum between 2017 and 2022, funneled
through shell companies, donor‑advised funds, and Goldman Sachs.

A February 2026 House hearing revealed a “coordinated $100 million sys‑
tem” moving funds from Singham through private LLCs to activist organi‑
zations including The People’s Forum, ANSWER Coalition, the International
People’s Assembly, and the “Shut It Down for Palestine” campaign. Singham
attended a Communist Partyworkshop in July 2023 about promoting the CCP
internationally. He shares office space with Chinese statemedia in Shanghai.
He worked as a Huawei consultant from 2001 to 2008. Representative Darin
LaHood described “a sophisticated, multi‑layered flow of capital funds that
originate in Singham and Shanghai.” Senator Grassley asked the DOJ and FBI
to assess whether The People’s Forum and CodePink should register under
FARA.
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Evans herself is a case study in how the money changes the politics rather
than the other way around. She shifted from criticizing China in 2015 to de‑
fending it after marrying Singham, including defending the mass detention
of Uyghurs.

Now follow the thread to Iran. NIAC — the National Iranian American Coun‑
cil, which presents itself as a civic organization representing Iranian Amer‑
icans — and its founder Trita Parsi have operated for years as the Islamic
Republic’s most effective American advocate. A federal judge found Parsi’s
behavior “not inconsistent with the idea that he was first and foremost an
advocate for the regime.” Court documents revealed direct communications
between Parsi and high levels of the regime. When NIAC sued journalist
Hassan Daioleslam for reporting on its regime ties, NIAC lost — and was
sanctioned by the DC Circuit for discovery abuses, including false declara‑
tions under oath. A former FBI special agent concludedNIAC “appears [to be]
lobbying on behalf of Iranian government interests.” NIAC did not register
under FARA.

Don’t worry, Hamas isn’t left out of this. AMP’s board includes at least two
members — Salah Sarsour and Osama Abu Irshaid — with documented ties
to the Holy Land Foundation, which was shut down after funneling millions
to Hamas. Five HLF leaders were convicted and court documents described
HLF as the fundraising arm for Hamas and IAP as its media entity, both
created by theMuslimBrotherhood’s Palestine Committee. The Senate found
at least nine AMP/AJP officers with past or present ties to Hamas‑associated
groups. AMP created SJP. SJP organized the encampments. The pipeline runs
from Hamas through a Holy Land Foundation network to American campus
activism, and it runs through documented organizational and financial chan‑
nels.

The ANSWER Coalition descends from the Party for Socialism and Libera‑
tion and the Workers World Party — self‑described socialist organizations
that Singham funds. ANSWER has organized the largest anti‑Israel rallies in
Washington since October 7. PSL’s ideology is explicitly anti‑imperialist in
the Leninist sense. To them, the United States and Israel are the enemies,
and any force that opposes them— including theocratic regimes and jihadist
networks — is objectively progressive. The intellectual gymnastics required
to call a clerical fascist state an anti‑imperialist ally would be impressive if
they weren’t so suicidal. We’ve seen this before. The Tudeh made the same
calculation in 1979. It ended in mass graves.

Follow theorganizational chart: CCPmoneyflows to Singham. Singhamfunds
The People’s Forum, ANSWER, CodePink, and PSL. CodePink co‑sponsors
events with NIAC, AMP, and DSA. AMP funds SJP chapters on campus. NIAC
provides the Iran‑specific lobbying and messaging capacity. The network
is traceable. The funding is documented— in congressional investigations
and federal court records. The output is remarkably consistent.Mobilization
against Israel and the West. Silence on every atrocity committed by allied
regimes. It’s a system rather than merely a collection of independent actors
who happen to agree.
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OCTOBER 7 ACTIVATED THE INFRASTRUCTURE
On October 9, 2023 — barely two days after Hamas massacred 1,200 Israelis,
and before any Israeli ground operation had begun—Columbia’s SJP and JVP
chapters published an open letter expressing “full solidarity with Palestinian
resistance.” Not with Palestinian civilians. With the resistance — the term of
art reserved for armed factions — including Hamas.

Stanford launched an encampment on October 20, thirteen days after the
attack and before any ground incursion into Gaza. It lasted over a hundred
days. AMPco‑sponsored over 300 rallies afterOctober 7. The tonewas set one
day after the massacre when AMP New Jersey posted a rally announcement
to “defendPalestinian resistance” alongside an imageof a bulldozer breaking
through the Gaza border fence. The bulldozer image was not ambiguous.

The Crowd Counting Consortium logged over 1,500 pro‑Palestine campus
protest‑days before the Columbia encampment launched — two‑fifths of all
logged protest activity. The wave began almost immediately after October 7—
some starting during the atrocities. Not after the ground operation. Not after
the casualty figures climbed. During and after themassacre of Jews —which
is the event these organizations chose to celebrate.

Columbia’s CUAD coalition grew more explicitly supportive of Hamas over
the course of 2024, retracting its earlier condemnation of a student who said
“Zionists don’t deserve to live.” Within Our Lifetime leader Nerdeen Kiswani
arrived at theColumbia encampment and called for liberation “by anymeans
necessary.” The language tracked Hamas’s own operational framing. The or‑
ganizations — AMP, SJP, CUAD, WOL — were not responding to events. They
were executing a deployment plan that predated the events by years.

To be explicit, none of this was spontaneous. The organizational relation‑
ships were in place. The funding was flowing. The campus chapters existed.
The legal support networks were operational. The media allies were ready.
October 7 did not create a movement. It activated a system — a system that
had been built, funded, and maintained for exactly this purpose. And the
system’s true nature became visible not when it activated, but when it didn’t.
When Iran’s own people were massacred and the same organizations went
silent— the same infrastructure that shut downColumbia and occupied cam‑
puses in some forty‑five states could not produce a single vigil for tens of
thousands of dead Iranians.

IRAN’S CRIMSON WINTER EARNED ZERO MARCHES
In late December, Iranians rose against the Islamic Republic. By January, the
regime responded with the deadliest repression in decades.

The scalewas industrial. Iran International, citing classified IRGCdocuments
leaked during the chaos, reported over 36,500 killed in the January 8–9 crack‑
down alone — a single forty‑eight‑hour period that represents the deadliest
state massacre of the twenty‑first century. Khamenei acknowledged “thou‑
sands” killed, blamed Trump, and called every protester a rioter and a ter‑
rorist. The regime did not deny the killing. It justified it.
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Between 7,000 and 36,500 Iranians killed by their own government— a range
that, even at its floor, exceeds the death toll that generated 525 campus en‑
campments, 3,100 arrests, and a year of institutional upheaval across Amer‑
ican universities when Israel was the actor.

Where were the marches?

ANSWERCoalition— theorganization thatmobilized thousandswithinhours
ofOctober 7 to champion “Palestinian resistance”—organizednothing.Code‑
Pink — which can generate a press release about an Israeli airstrike before
the smoke clears — said nothing. The People’s Forum,which hosted rallies in
Times Square to celebrate the breach of the Gaza fence, organized no vigils
for dead Iranian protesters. AMP, PYM, DSA — the full roster — silent. NIAC,
the organization whose founder a federal judge found behaved consistently
with regime advocacy, produced no campaign, no petition, no institutional
pressure to stop the Islamic Republic from killing its own people.

Two months of silence. Seven thousand to thirty‑six thousand dead. Zero
marches. Zero campusoccupations. Zero institutional divestment campaigns.
Zero open letters from the 525 universities that erupted over Gaza. The orga‑
nizations that could mobilize 3,100 arrests in defense of Hamas could not
produce a candlelight vigil for Iranians shot in the head by their own govern‑
ment.

Then February 28 happened. The United States and Israel struck Iran. And
the machine reactivated. Instantly.

Within hours, the same organizations that spent twomonths silent over thou‑
sands of dead Iranians organized “Hands Off Iran” protests in Washington,
New York, Chicago, Los Angeles, and San Francisco. ANSWER, CodePink,
People’s Forum, PYM, NIAC, AMP, Black Alliance for Peace, DSA — the com‑
pletenetwork, the samecoalition, the sameorganizations that couldnotmuster
a vigil for Crimson Winter.

CodePink’s statement deserves reading for what it reveals about the machin‑
ery’s operating logic. They framed the strikes as a “continuation of theUS and
Israel’s attempts to enact a bloody regime change.” They claimed that “what
the protestors want is a better quality of life” — reducing an explicitly revo‑
lutionary, pro‑Western, pro‑Israel freedom movement to an economic com‑
plaint. In language indistinguishable from regime talking points. They called
for lifting sanctions— the regime’s top diplomatic priority. They did notmen‑
tion the 36,500 dead. They did not acknowledge that Iranian protesters had
waved Israeli flags, chanted for regime change, and cheered the strikes. Code‑
Pink spoke for the regime while claiming to speak for the people, and the
people were in the streets saying the opposite.

In London, over 50,000 joined anti‑strikes protests organized by Stop The
War, Palestine SolidarityCampaign,MuslimAssociationofBritain, andFriends
ofAl‑Aqsa. Police imposed conditions toprevent clashesbetween thesemarchers
and Iranian diaspora rallies happening in the same city.

The behavioral data is dispositive. These organizations mobilized to defend
a regime. They did not mobilize to defend a people. When the regime killed
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thousands, they said nothing. When the regime was struck, they said every‑
thing.

“NEITHER GAZA NOR LEBANON, MY LIFE FOR IRAN”
The Iranian people delivered the verdict themselves — and they delivered it
in a language the red‑green alliance cannot misinterpret, though it will try.

At diaspora rallies across the world, Iranians replaced the Islamic Republic
flagwith theLion andSunat Iranian embassies inLondon, Canberra, Vienna,
Copenhagen, Rome, Sofia, Oslo, Stockholm, Madrid, Berlin, Hamburg, Mu‑
nich, Frankfurt, Budapest, and Ljubljana. At least 168 diaspora protests in 73
cities across 30 countries during the January uprising alone — a global mobi‑
lization that dwarfed anything the “Hands Off Iran” coalition assembled.

The Lion and Sun flag was increasingly associated with Israeli and American
flags— a direct, deliberate, public rejection of anti‑Western framing. Neither
ambiguous nor accidental.

Iranian protesters in dozens of cities, across multiple continents, chose to
stand with Israel, chose to stand with America, and chose to wave those flags
in cities where “progressive” activists insist that Israel is the region’s villain
and American power is the root cause of Middle Eastern suffering.

The protesters — the actual oppressed people in this story — disagree. They
disagree loudly, by thehundredsof thousands, and theWestern left’s response
has been to either ignore them or reframe their movement as something it
is not.

Iranian Canadians submitted a petition to Parliament calling on the govern‑
ment to recognize Reza Pahlavi and the Iranian transitional team as legit‑
imate representatives and support a transition to secular democracy. The
movement is pro‑Western, pro‑Israel, and pro‑freedom — a democratic rev‑
olution explicitly modeled onWestern values, seekingWestern support, and
expressing solidarity with the Jewish state. It is everything the red‑green
alliance claims to want. And it is everything the red‑green alliance actively
opposes.

The chant that defined the movement — “Neither Gaza nor Lebanon, my life
for Iran” — is a surgical rejection of the regime’s entire strategic posture and,
by extension, the Western alliance that shields it. It tells the mullahs: stop
spending Iranian blood and treasure on proxy wars. It tells Hezbollah and
Hamas: you are not our cause. It tells the rest of the IRGC’s franchise network
— the Houthis in Yemen, the militias in Iraq, the operatives in Syria — that
the Iranian people never authorized the empire being run in their name. And
it tells the Western left: the “oppressed” you claim to speak for do not want
your solidarity. They want freedom. They are waving Israeli flags to prove it.

After the February 28 strikes, Iranian diaspora communities held celebra‑
tory rallies worldwide. Not mourning. Celebration. The strikes targeted the
regime that had been killing them, and they cheered. In the same cities, at
the same times, the ANSWER/CodePink coalition marched to defend that
regime.
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InLosAngeles, the threat to thediasporamovementwas alreadyphysical. On
January 10, a terrorist drove a truck toward a gathering of Iranian diaspora
protesters inWestwood—police interventionprevented serious injuries. The
diaspora rallied anyway. 350,000 in LA alone.

Pahlavi at the Munich Security Conference stated the regime “has only one
purposewhich is to export this ideology.”Hewas describing the IRGC’s proxy
franchise—Hezbollah, theHouthis, Iraqimilitias,Hamas. But hewas also de‑
scribing, whether he intended to or not, the Western institutional apparatus
that exists to protect that franchise from consequences. The organizations
that marched under “Hands Off Iran” banners were doing the regime’s work
inWestern capitals while the regime’s forces did their work in Iranian streets.

The Iranianpeoplebroke thenarrative. The red‑greenalliance claims to speak
for the oppressed—and the oppressed are pro‑Israel, pro‑American, andpro‑
freedom. The alliance’s response was not solidarity. It was “Hands Off Iran.”
To them, it was never about liberation. It was about opposition to the West—
albeit, dressed in humanitarian language. And that disguise held for nearly
half a century because no one ran the experiment this cleanly.

Iran just ran that experiment. A population rose against a theocratic regime.
The regime massacred them. The Western protest infrastructure said noth‑
ing. The West struck the regime. The infrastructure mobilized in hours. The
independent variable was not suffering — it was who caused it. When Iran’s
people suffered at the hands of their own government, the machinery was
silent. When Iran’s government suffered at the hands of the West, the ma‑
chinery activated.

To be clear, the Western protest apparatus is not malfunctioning. It is per‑
forming exactly as designed. It is a politicalweapon aimed atWestern democ‑
racies and Israel. Operated by an identifiable alliancewith traceable funding,
documented coordination, and a forty‑seven‑year track record from Tehran
toTimes Square. Themachinery doesnot respond to atrocities. It responds to
ideology. Andwhen the Iranianpeople chose freedom, chose theWest, chose
Israel, themachinery didwhat it has always done: it protected the regimeand
told the people to sit down and shut up—or else.
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